Surface panoramic photographs have always been of fundamental importance in the geological description and analysis of terrestrial geologic environments. In field geologic studies on earth and the moon, panoramic photographs are used primarily to provide a context for additional, more detailed data, such as comprehensive field descriptions and samples which are returned to the laboratory for analysis. On planets not yet explored by field geologists, such as Mars and Venus, surface panoramas assume a unique importance because they provide a view of geological processes unobtainable from an orbital perspective. Unfortunately, however, these panoramas must be interpreted without the wide range of supporting description and laboratory analysis afforded by in situ human exploration. Thus it is difficult to identify or interpret uniquely geologic features and processes on the basis of panoramic photographs alone. On the basis of Venera 9 and 10 panoramas, Florensky et al. [1977] outlined six possible origins for the bedrock outcrops, fragments, and fines observed on the surface: (1) surface lava extrusion, (2) igneous intrusion later exposed by erosion, (3) pyroclastic fall, (4) impact lithification, (5) sedimentary rock lithified at depth and later exposed by erosion, and (6) lithification (or metamorphism) of loose material by atmospheric action at the surface. On the basis of our assessment of Venera 9, 10, 13, and 14 panoramas we considered two of these possibilities as the most likely candidates for the thin layered bedrock: (1) homogeneous, layered tephra, and (2) thin, platy, basalt flows. In our paper we assessed the implications of the second hypothesis because of the many features and structures reminiscent of basalt flows, because of the distinct possibility of widespread volcanism and lava flows on Venus and in this region [McGill et al., 1981] by flow shearing [Macdonald, 1972 ]. Basilevsky's comment that it would seem highly coincidental for lava flow surfaces at four localities (the Venera 9, 10, 13, and 14 sites) separated by thousands of kilometers to be exposed (or eroded) to the same level is valid, given the terrestrial environment and high erosion rates. However, on Venus where erosion rates are inferred to be extremely low, it would appear most likely for the upper surfaces of lava flows to be the most commonly exposed, and thin layering is most typical of the upper portions of flows. 3. Basilevsky et al. [1985] have called upon the Venera 13 and 14 lander dynamic strength measurements as compelling evidence against a basaltic lava flow mode of origin for the materials at the Venera sites, in spite of geochemical evidence for their generally basaltic composition [Surkov et al., 1984] . Massive (e.g., nonvesicular) lava exhibits large values for density (> 2.7 g/cm 3) and dynamic tensile strength (> 100 bars), but measurements for "average" basalt with variable vesicularity suggest lower values for these parameters. Assuming that the material strength measurements for the Venera sites are accurate, they should serve as lower limits for the general properties of materials at the surface of Venus. It is interesting to note that direct measurements of density at the Venera 10 site suggest the bedrock exposed there is massive, with a density of 2.8 g/cm 3, and as strong as 50-100 bars [Keldysh, 1979] ; this is in contrast with density and strength values of 1.5 g/cm 3 and <10 bars, respectively, at the geomorphically similar Venera 13 locality. We feel that using the strength 
